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eamed patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 31 October 2007 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)|3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1^ is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) KI Claim(s) P8 is/are rejected. 

7) n Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)^ The drawing(s) filed on 10 June 2004 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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Art Unit: 3692 

DETAILED ACTION 
Status of the Claims 

1 . This action is in response to an amendment filed on 10/31/07. Claims 1-8 are 
pending. The application is a continuation, which claims three provisionals, the earliest 
of which is dated 3/7/2000. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-8 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, 
manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement 
thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements 
of this title. 

4. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the system claimed could be 
entirely software, as in paragraph 41 of the specification. It does not explicitly consist of 
functional descriptive material in combination with an appropriate computer readable 
medium and produce a useful, concrete and tangible result. The examiner finds a useful 
concrete and tangible result, but does not find a computer readable medium in this 
claim. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out 
and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his 
invention. 

6. Claims 3 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

As to claims 3 and 7, the reference to a second party is unclear because no first 
party is identified. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

8. Claims 1, 2, 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Patent 5537314 filed in 1995 by Kanter in view of US Patent 5025372 filed in 
1989 by Burton et al. 

As to claims 1 and 5, Kanter teaches in col 20 lines 50-68 participants with 
multiple accounts. Kanter teaches a non-currency based account in col 21-58. It would 
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have been understood by a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
that a person could enroll in multiple programs, such as Kanter's invention and also 
Burton's invention. Kanter does not explicitly teach designating a non-currency -based 
account to be used to fund a primary account. Burton teaches in col 16 lines 15-55 a 
customer designating a program, which effectively designates an account, by filling out 
an enrollment form and disclosing a cedit card number on the form. The customer could 
have designated a different account from a different program by filling out a different 
enrollment form, such as Kanter's. It would have been within ordinary logic and creative 
reasoning to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Kanter, with predictable results and a reasonable expectation of success, to add 
designating a non-currency -based account to be used to fund a primary account in 
order to allow payment options. 

The Background section of the specification of this application in paragraphs 6- 
12 admits that generating a secondary transaction number and associating the 
secondary transaction number with a primary account is old and well-known. It would 
have been within ordinary logic and creative reasoning to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to modify Kanter, with predictable results and a 
reasonable expectation of success, to add the known technique of generating a 
secondary transaction number and associating the secondary transaction number with a 
primary account in order to prevent interception of the primary account number. 
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Kanter teaches a non-currency based account in col 21-58. Kanter teaches 
converting accumulated non-currency based tender in the non-currency based account 
into currency to fund the primary account in col 4 lines 39-68. 

As to claims 2 and 6, the background admits in paragraphs 8-9 that conditions- 
of-use parameters associated with the secondary transaction number are old and well- 
known. It is Implicit in their use that conditions -of-use were designated at one point. 

9. Claims 3, 4, 7, and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kanter In view of Burton and further in view of Official Notice. 

As to claims 3 and 7, the background admits in paragraphs 8-9 that processing 
an authorization request from a second party relating to a transaction involving the 
secondary transaction, and determining whether conditions-of-use parameters have 
been satisfied before continuing the transaction is old and well-known. It Is Implicit that a 
transaction Includes an amount, which is by definition a transaction amount. Kanter 
teaches recognizing the transaction as involving a non-currency based account in col 23 
lines 44-68. Kanter teaches reducing the non-currency based account balance by an 
amount equivalent to the transaction amount in col 15 lines 19-25. Kanter does not 
explicitly teach reducing, If the conditions of use parameters are satisfied, the non- 
currency -based account balance by an amount equivalent to the transaction amount. 
Official Notice is taken that if a product is purchased by redeeming an award, then the 
award account balance is reduced by an amount equivalent to the transaction amount. 
It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 



Application/Control Number: 10/709,977 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3692 

invention to modify Kanter with predictable results and a reasonable expectation of 
success, to add reducing, if the conditions of use parameters are satisfied, the non- 
currency -based account balance by an amount equivalent to the transaction amount in 
order to motivate the customer to earn more non-currency tender. 

As to claims 4 and 8, Official Notice is taken that these transaction settlement 
steps are old and well known: 

• Capturing transaction settlement information in a financial capture system 

• Creating an accounts payable file and routing the accounts payable file to an 
accounts payable system for payment processing 

• Forwarding the transaction settlement information to an accounts receivable 
system. 

Kanter does not explicitly teach recognizing that the transaction settlement 
information comprises a secondary transaction number that is associated with the non- 
currency based account. Kanter teaches recognizing the transaction settlement 
information as involving a non-currency based account in col 23 lines 44-68. In 
paragraph 6 of the Background, the settlement processing includes substituting primary 
numbers for secondary numbers. It is implicit in substituting a secondary transaction 
number that the secondary transaction number is recognized as such. It would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Kanter with predictable results and a reasonable expectation of success, to add 
recognizing that the transaction settlement information comprises a secondary 
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transaction number that is associated with the non-currency based account, in order to 
initiate the correct processing. 

Kanter teaches in col 25 lines 40-68 issuing a credit from the non-currency based 
account to the accounts receivable system wherein the credit from the non-currency 
based account offsets at least part of the transaction amount. 

Conclusion 

1 0. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. US Patent 5689100 by Carrithers et al was discussed in the 
previous action. US Patents 5202826 by McCarthy and 6222914 by McMullin, and 
6163771 by Walker are also relevant. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ann Loftus whose telephone number is 571-272-7342. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kambiz Abdi can be reached on 571-272-6702. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



AL 



/Kambiz Abdi/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3621 



